
197(...continued)
McCain characterized as one of the most sensational crime stories in the state’s history.  In short,
Emprise was tied to organized crime through rumors and evidence developed by, among others,
an Arizona Republic reporter who was killed in a car bombing that appeared to be related to his
investigative journalism.  The Attorney General of Arizona whose office prosecuted the resulting
murder charges was Bruce Babbitt.

198Corcoran recently testified that he still believes "that Delaware North has an economic
interest in the project," and owns the track.  Corcoran G.J. Test. at 117.

199Corcoran G.J. Test. at 116-17.  Information supplied by a Senate Indian Affairs
Committee staffer suggests that in late 1994, D’Amato may have approached Inouye about an
issue relating to a different Wisconsin dog track that Delaware North did own.  In that instance,
the staffer explained, Delaware North was seeking legislation to restrict Indian gaming.
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The Delaware North issue was raised with government officials by the opponents before

the McCain meeting.  Oneida lobbyist Scott Dacey raised it with DOI Deputy-Assistant Secretary

Michael Anderson when he met with him on May 23, 1995.  See Section II.F.5., infra.  In his

May 8 letter to Harold Ickes following up on the April 28 meeting, Patrick O’Connor had

referred to Delaware North ownership as one of his “political” points:

Senator D’Amato supports this project because it bails out Delaware North, the

company that owns this defunct dog track and also operates another dog track in

Wisconsin.  Delaware North is located in Buffalo, New York.

Corcoran testified that he based his assertions about Delaware North’s supposed Hudson

track ownership on information he received from the St. Croix tribe, Kitto and Dacey.198  

Corcoran also testified that he based his belief on information indicating Sen. Alfonse D’Amato

(R-N.Y.) had approached Sen. Daniel Inouye (D-Hawaii), the ranking Democrat on the Senate

Indian Affairs Committee, and asked Inouye “to be neutral” on the Hudson issue.199  O’Connor

and O’Donnell maintain that they relied on information from their partner, Corcoran, and other

opponent lobbyists with regard to Delaware North.  Corcoran also believed that a state lobbyist –


